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Detailed Action 

Claims 1, 5, 8-12, 14-15, 17-19, 22-28, 30 are pending in this Office Action. 
Claims 2-4, 6-7, 13, 16, 20-21, 29, 31-32 are cancelled. 
Claims 1, 5, 9, 12, 14, 17-18, 22-28, 30 are amended. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed in the amendment filed 5/6/09, have been fully considered 
but are moot in view of new grounds of rejection. The reasons set forth below. 

Applicant's invention as claimed : 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 

manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 5, 8-10; 12, 14-15, 17-19, 22-28, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable by U.S. Patent No. 6,473,895 by Lopes et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,865,593 by Reshef et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , a system comprising executable components embodied on a computer- 
readable storage mediiim that when executed on a processor facilitates representing a class of 
resources (Lopez: Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 65- col. 4, line 2), comprising: 

an instrumentation catalog storing schema information for a class of resources having 
common characteristics (Lopez: col. 6, lines 8-16; Fig. 2, tags 240) . the schema information 
describing instrumentation information to be provided for a specific instance of the class of 
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resources in response to a probe of the specific instance (Lopez: col. 6, lines 8-16; Fig. 2, tags 
240)iand 

a class identifier that uniquely represents the class of resources (Lopez: col. 6, table 3; 
Fig. 2 or Fig 3. The classes of database server, printserver, webserver, and documentserver and 
the instantiated objects), the class identifier is a uniform resource identifier (URl) template t hat 
uses a single-character placeholder in place of a name of a specific resource of the class and is 
used to retrieve the schema information for the class of resources (Lopez: col. 5, lines 35-44 
shows 'e' an object is applied to the method of getID of the documentserver; the placeholder is 
location of the interchangeable variable and which is substituted to call different objects which 
can be of any length, see the single letter 'e') 

The Lopez reference fails to teach the URI without retrieving instrumentation 
information for a specific class of resource. 

However, The Reshef reference teaches a URI template that uses variables without 
retrieving instrumentation information for a specific instance of the class of resources (Reshef: 
col. 19, table II, shows a URI template that is used to retrieve schema information, see the 
variable 'sessionid' that is used), 

wherein the class identifier is converted to a specific resource i dentifier that retrieves 
instrumentation information consistent with the schema for a specific instance of the class of 
resources when the placeholder is replaced with a_name of the specific instance (Reshef: col. 4, 
lines 31-41; col. 19-20; lines 60-24) in order to retrieve data that is easy to scale and maintain 
(Reshef: col. 2, lines 5-8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the invention of Lopez to include variables in URI as taught by Reshef in order to 
retrieve data that is easy to scale and maintain (Reshef: col. 2, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 5, the system of claim 1, the instrumentation catalog comprising a plurality of 
identifiers, each associated with one of an abstract resource, a physical resource, a collection of 
resources, or a class of resources (Lopez: Fig. 2, Fig. 3, tags 250, 350; col. 4, lines 43-57). 
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Regarding claim 8, the modified Lopez teaches the system of claim 1, where a variable can be of 
a single length. 

The Lopez reference fails to teach two single character placeholders. 

However, the Reshef reference teaches a class identifier includes at least two 
placeholders to facilitate accessing a data subcomponent within a data component (Reshef: col. 
4, lines 31-41; col. 19-20; lines 60-24), wherein a first of the at least two placeholders represents 
the data component (Reshef: col. 4, lines 31-41; col. 19-20; lines 60-24; session id), and a second 
of the at least two placeholders represents the data subcomponent (Reshef: col. 4, lines 31-41; 
col. 19-20; lines 60-24; color) in order to retrieve data that is easy to scale and maintain (Reshef: 
col. 2, lines 5-8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 

to create the invention of Lopez to include variables in URl as taught by Reshef in order to 
retrieve data that is easy to scale and maintain (Reshef col. 2, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 9, the modified Lopez teaches the system of claim 1. 

The Lopez fails to teach entries associated with class identifier. 

However the Reshef reference teaches a class identifier is included as an entry in the 
instrumentation catalog (Reshef: col. 19, table II), which entry associates information about the 
class identifier, including at least one of purpose, usage, values to use for placeholders, or a 
returned value (Reshef: col. 19, lines 30-37) in order to retrieve data that is easy to scale and 
maintain (Reshef: col. 2, lines 5-8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the invention of Lopez to include variables in URI as taught by Reshef in order to 
retrieve data that is easy to scale and maintain (Reshef col. 2, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 10, the system of claim 1, the class identifier passes values to a method 
associated with instances (Lopez: col. 5, lines 35-44). 
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Regarding claim 12, a system comprising executable components embodied on a computer- 
readable storage medium that when executed on a processor facilitates representing a class of 
resources (Lopez: Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 65- col. 4, line 2), comprising: 

an abstract or physical resource associated with a resource class, the resource class 
representing a category of resources having common characteristics (Lopez: col. 6, lines 8-16); 
and 

a schema for the resource class describing probe information that will be returned in 
response to a probe of a specific abstract or physic resource of the resource class (Lopez: col. 6, 
lines 8-16; Fig 2, tag 240); 

a URI template t hat uniquely represents the resource class and includes at least one 
single-character placeholder in place of a name of a specific resource within the class (Lopez: 
col. 6, table 3; Fig. 2 or Fig 3. The classes of database server, printserver, webserver, and 
documentserver and the instantiated objects), the URI template facilitating retrieval of 
information about the schema (Lopez: col. 5, lines 35-44 shows 'e' an object is applied to the 
method of getID of the documentserver; the placeholder is location of the interchangeable 
variable and which is substituted to call different objects which can be of any length, see the 
single letter 'e'). 

The Lopez reference fails to teach the URI without retrieving instrumentation 
information for a specific class of resource. 

However, The Reshef reference teaches a URI template that uses variables without 
retrieving instrumentation information for a specific instance of the class of resources (Reshef: 
col. 19, table II, shows a URI template that is used to retrieve schema information, see the 
variable 'sessionid' that is used), 

wherein the class identifier is converted to a specific resource identifier that retrieves 
instrumentation information consistent with the schema for a specific instance of the class of 
resources w hen the placeholder is replaced with a_name of the specific instance (Reshef: col. 4, 
lines 3 1 -4 1 ; col. 1 9-20; lines 60-24) in order to retrieve data that is easy to scale and maintain 
(Reshef col. 2, lines 5-8). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the invention of Lopez to include variables in URI as taught by Reshef in order to 
retrieve data that is easy to scale and maintain (Reshef: col. 2, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 14, see claim 5 above. 

Regarding claim 15, a computer system operating in accordance with claim 12 (Lopez: 
col. 4, lines 25-41). 

Claims 17-19, 22-23; 24, 26 are rejected under the same rational as give above. 

Regarding claim 25, the method of claim 24, the URI template is processed on a local 
system and access an associated resource class of a remote system (Resef col. 19 and 20, show 
the use of the template variables to access a remote site). 

Claims 27-28; 30 are rejected for the same reasons as give above. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,473,895 by Lopes et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,865,593 by Reshef et al. in further 
view of U.S Patent Publication 2004/0260819 by Trossen. 

Regarding claim 11, the modified Lopez teaches the system of claim 1. 

The Lopez reference fails to teach return a list of all running instances of an apphcation. 

However, the Trossen reference teaches a class identifier is configured and executed to 
return a Ust of all running instances of an application (para 30) in order to uniquely identify 
entities based on a number of formats such as RDF and XML (para 31). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to create the system as taught by modified Lopez to include class identifiers returning lists as 
taught by Trossen in order to imiquely identify entities based on a number of formats such as 
RDFandXML(para31). 
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Advancing Prosecution 

The examiner believes that the features and functions of the probe for resource 
monitoring of para 41, with the running applications table of para 47, the returning of log 
information of para 54, threads in a process of para 74 and return TYPES of the probe of para 83 
would help advance this case towards issue. The examiner would like to see an active approach 
with details of the probes as opposed to the passive framework as currently claimed. 

REMARKS 

Applicant has amended the claims to include catalog storing schema and detail the 
without step of the independent claims. 
The Applicant Argues ; 

#1 on page 12 of the remarks, applicant argues the Reshef reference is silent regarding 
URI template having functionality. 

#2 on page 16 of the remarks, apphcant argues the Trossen reference does not return a list 
of running instances of an application. 

In response , the examinerjespcctfully submits: 

The examiner maintains the rejection with Reshef because the combination of Lopez with 
Reshef teaches the invention as claimed. While Reshef is directed to requests for information, 
such as webpages, the requests made to the template of Reshef is not unlike the features as 
claimed, in which a request to a schema is made that is translated into a specific request. The 
placeholding element is defined as the 'sessionID' of the col. 19's table II in which data is 
substituted into the variable for customized and tailored access. Reshef is not relied upon to teach 
the class features, that is the Lopez reference. 

With respect to argument #2, the Trossen reference is relied upon to show functionality 
of using a wildcard to return a list ("one or more") of subscribers by a URI. The subscribers are 
interpreted to be the list of running instances of an application as defined by Trossen's para 29 in 
which a SIP event server stores subscription information for devices and URIs. By returning the 
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list of subscribers, you are returning running instances (receivers/ destinations) that are running 
in the SIP server. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this contmiunication or earlier contmiunications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R. Bruckart whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5 :30PM. If attempts to reach the examiner 

by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jeff Pwu can be reached on (571) 272- 
6798. The fax phone nimiber for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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